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Barriers and facilitators to adherence to
walking group exercise in older people
living with dementia in the community: a
systematic review
J. Vseteckova1* , K. Dadova2, R. Gracia1, G. Ryan1, E. Borgstrom1, J. Abington1, M. Gopinath1 and Y. Pappas3
Summary
Background & Aims: Evidence suggests that targeted exercise is important for people living with dementia. The
aim of this review was to collect and synthesize evidence on the known barriers and facilitators to adherence to
walking group exercise of older people living with dementia in the community.
Methods: We have searched appropriate electronic databases between January 1990 until September 2019, in any
language. Additionally, we searched trial registries (clinicaltrial.gov and WHO ICTRP) for ongoing studies. We
included all study designs. Studies were excluded when participants were either healthy older people or people
suffering from dementia but living in residential care. Narrative synthesis was used.
Findings: 10 papers met the inclusion criteria. The narrative analysis focused on barriers, facilitators, and adherence.
All studies reported on barriers and facilitators. Barriers included: bio-medical reasons (including mental wellbeing
and physical ability); relationship dynamics; and socio-economic reasons and environmental issues. Facilitators
included: bio-medical benefits & benefits related to physical ability; staff, group relationship dynamics and social
aspect of walking group; environmental issues and individual tailoring; and participants perceptions about the walks
& the program. Most studies did not provide data about adherence or attendance; where reported, adherence
ranged from 47 to 89%.
Conclusions: This systematic review of literature has highlighted known barriers and facilitators to adherence to
walking groups type of exercise for people living with dementia in community. Carers’ willingness to engage, their
circumstances, perspectives and previous experiences of exercise seem to play a key role in facilitating adherence
but there is little research that explores these. Also, the design, location and organisation of walking groups
facilitate adherence. This reflects the need for such activities to be part of a wider ‘program of care’, tailored to the
needs of the individual, flexible and convenient. Knowledgeable and well-trained instructors or healthcare
professionals are recommended as group exercise leaders.
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Introduction
Walking is a particularly accessible form of exercise, espe-
cially for older people [1, 2]. Some research suggests that
compared to high intensity exercise interventions, people
are more likely to adhere to moderate forms of exercise in-
terventions, such as, walking [3]. Growing evidence sug-
gests a range of benefits from both targeted group walking
and outdoor walking group activity for community dwelling
people with mild to moderate dementia. Participation in
targeted group walking programs is shown to improve
memory and attention (4); and improved functional and
cognitive ability (5). Other benefits from outdoor walking
group activities include: continuity of self and identity [4–
6]; raised self-esteem, pleasure derived from observing na-
ture, spatial awareness, mood upliftment, reduced agitation,
relaxation, improved communication and, enjoyment from
sensory stimulation [7, 8]. Physical and psychological bene-
fits apart, walking as part of a group can enable people with
dementia to become (or remain) part of social networks [9].
Despite cognitive declines, participation in meaningful ac-
tivities remains important for people with dementia [10].
Notably, research suggests that with progressive impair-
ment, people with dementia are known to prefer walking to
other forms of physical activity [5], highlighting the accessi-
bility and acceptability of walking. Not unlike other people,
being outdoors in nature also remains valued [11–13].
Walking may be done independently but over time family
and friends, often known as informal carers [14], are im-
portant sources of social support for people with dementia
to promote, facilitate and sustain engagement and partici-
pation in physical activity [15]. Some studies also indicate
that over and above to the opportunities for social engage-
ment and companionship, group walking interventions are
a likely motivator for participation and adherence [16] and
especially amongst older adults [17].
Considering the emerging evidence about the broad
range of wellbeing benefits of group walking, including ben-
efits to cognitive function and the significance of walking
for people with dementia, research and practice is begin-
ning to suggest the usefulness of community-based group
walking interventions for people with dementia [5, 12].
However, the evidence about facilitators and barriers to
group walking interventions amongst community dwelling
people with dementia is limited [18].
Developing knowledge about facilitators and barriers is
important as it is well established that adherence to
physical activity remains variable amongst older people
[19], despite widespread knowledge of health and well-
being benefits and significance of sustained participation
for realizing benefits of physical activity [20]. Adherence
is usually described to denote sustained participation
and as the percentage of people who finish the entire ex-
ercise program [21]. Evidence indicates a range of social,
cognitive, physiological and environmental barriers and
facilitators that influence adherence to physical activity
amongst older adults in both community and residential
care settings [22–24]. For people with dementia, who are
more likely to be physically and socially less active, pro-
gressive cognitive impairment is likely to introduce add-
itional and unique challenges.
Therefore, the purpose of this systematic review is to
investigate existing literature to identify known facilita-
tors and barriers shaping adherence to group walking
programs amongst community dwelling older adults
with dementia. This is articulated through the following
research question - What are the known barriers and fa-
cilitators shaping adherence to group walking pro-
grammes amongst community dwelling older adults with
dementia?’ In doing so, we aim to extend and contribute
new knowledge to inform and support development of
effective walking group interventions for community liv-
ing people with dementia. Given that health and well-
being of people with dementia is increasingly being
recognized and prioritized in the UK and International
policy contexts, our review is timely and relevant to en-
able people with dementia to stay active.
Material and methods
A systematic literature search was applied and PRISMA
criteria were followed in assessing and reporting. Litera-
ture was scoped to identify the most relevant terms in
what seems to be a broad spectrum of participants and
interventions related to barriers and facilitators to adher-
ence to finally focus on walking group type of exercise
in older people living with dementia in the community.
The sub-sections below outline in more detail our search
strategy, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and analysis.
Heterogeneity of outcomes and other PICO (population,
intervention, control, and outcomes) criteria were
assessed. Heterogeneity was found to be high, therefore a
narrative synthesis approach was used, using thematic
analysis for categorising data. Narrative synthesis is a com-
monly used method to synthesise data in the context of a
systematic review [25–27]. This approach has been used
by the authors successfully in the past [24, 28, 29], espe-
cially as we included and appraised mixed methods pa-
pers: systematic review, qualitative, quantitative and
mixed studies and grey literature. Thematic analysis pro-
vided the means of identifying relevant themes (based on
the review question) across large and diverse bodies of re-
search [30–32]. The PICO framework was used for fram-
ing the inclusion and exclusion criteria (see below).
 Participants: older people living with dementia in
the community, worldwide
 Intervention: walking group exercise, both indoor
and outdoor
 Control: not applicable
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 Outcomes: Barriers and facilitators to adherence to
specific interventions (walking group exercise
activity in improving physical, social and mental
wellbeing of people living with dementia),
attendance rates & dropout rates (where available);
main focus on barriers and facilitators to adherence.
Search for literature
We conducted electronic searches using the following
databases: MEDLINE (Ovid), The Cochrane Central
Register of Controlled Trials (CENTRAL) (Wiley), Psy-
chINFO (Ovid), Educational Resource Information
Centre (ERIC) (Ovid), Cumulative Index to Nursing and
Allied Health Literature (CINAHL) (Ebsco), Web of Sci-
ence Core Collection (Thomson Reuters), Trial registries
(clinicaltrial.gov and WHO ICTRP) search for ongoing
studies, SCOPUS, Google Scholar, and Web of science.
We devised a search strategy with keywords: Demen-
tia, Alzheimer*, cognitive* impairment, memory loss,
mild cognitive impairment AND home and /or commu-
nity dwelling AND walk*, walking group, rambl* AND
adher*, complian*, engag*, continuous engag* AND bar-
rier*, obstacles, challeng*, facilitat*.
Databases were searched from January 1990 to the
present (the last searches were conducted in November
2019 to make sure no new papers were published as the
works on this review progressed). For all included stud-
ies, we searched reference lists. We also searched the list
of references of other relevant systematic reviews identi-
fied whilst running the electronic searches.
Types of studies
The searches were not limited to a specific study design.
Hence, all types of study designs - any type of qualita-
tive, quantitative, and mixed-methods studies - were in-
cluded as long as they focused on evaluating the barriers
and facilitators to adherence of walking group exercise
activity in improving physical, social and mental well-
being of people living with dementia. We were also look-
ing for studies to mention/discuss adherence wherever
possible. From our experience [32] not all authors have
or present data on adherences. Apart from qualitative
studies, a whole range of quantitative studies were in-
cluded in our searches such as randomised, cluster-
randomised or quasi-randomised controlled trials, co-
hort studies, before-and-after studies and interrupted
time series studies. Journal articles as well as conference
proceedings were included in the searches. We have also
searched for and included grey literature.
Other criteria
Studies from around the world were included as long as an
abstract and the paper were written/available in English.
Studies not reporting on participation in walking exercise
group activities in older people living with dementia in the
community were excluded. Studies not reporting on barriers
and facilitators to adherence to such exercise were excluded.
Due to limited evidence available, studies were included if
participants suffered from any forms of dementia.
Selection of studies
Titles and abstracts were screened for eligibility by three
authors. For any references where authors were unsure
as to whether the study met the inclusion criteria, a full
text of the article was obtained to aid decision-making
and we ultimately used a fourth author as an arbiter if
uncertainty remained. Final study inclusion screening
was done by five authors and uncertainties were thor-
oughly discussed and sixth author was used as arbiter
where necessary. Full texts of all articles that were
agreed as eligible for inclusion were retrieved. Study au-
thors were to be contacted about unclear or missing in-
formation; in the end this was not necessary. PRISMA
flowchart was used to demonstrate the process.
Critical appraisal
Three reviewers independently appraised each of the in-
cluded studies using structured critical appraisal tools.
Critical appraisal forms for mixed methods were piloted,
such as Mixed Methods Appraisal Tool Version 2011
(MMAT-V 2011) [31] and Critical Appraisal Skills
Programme (CASP) tools [33]. Both suggested tools are
widely used for systematic review purposes. They have
been previously standardized and validated.
Each tool was tested with two full text papers after
which three reviewers agreed the best tool to work
with. CASP was selected as it was easy to use and
allowed a standardized approach from more than one
reviewer adding clarity to the process. Any discrepan-
cies were resolved through discussion between the
three authors. Despite the fact that some studies may
have had some gaps in relation to methodological
quality and reporting findings (adherence rates are
usually not reported etc.), through the critical ap-
praisal they were still included as their contextually-
rich details contributed to the overall narrative syn-
thesis and answered the research question.
Papers were assessed on the basis of how appropriate
the approach used was deemed to be; whether the design
and methodology were rigorous, clear and reliable;
whether the role of the researcher and the context were
clearly described; how convincing and relevant the find-
ings were to the aims of the study; whether the conclu-
sion was adequate; and whether ethical considerations
were coherent and clear [34].
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Risk of bias assessment
A thorough assessment of ‘risk of bias’ and methodological
quality was applied to ascertain the veracity of the findings
and the strength in the arguments stated in the papers.
The variety of papers (academic qualitative, academic
quantitative and grey literature qualitative) demanded
different assessment tools; this differentiation is illus-
trated in the tables presented below. Qualitative studies
were assessed by two reviewers independently using a
variety of methods (see Tables 1 and 3), including using
CASP as previously mentioned. There were some excep-
tions. One research paper was a systematic review and
was appraised by A MeaSurement Tool to Assess sys-
tematic Reviews (AMSTAR 2) [39] specifically designed
for the appraisal of systematic reviews. Other papers
were retrieved through grey literature search and ap-
praised with the Methodological Quality Checklist for
Stakeholder Documents and Position Papers (MQC-SP)
[40], designed to evaluate the quality and risk of bias of
the papers. The results of the risk of bias assessment
were incorporated into the narratives of the review.
Quantitative studies assessed the risk of bias using the
domains as stated in Table 2: random sequence gener-
ation; allocation concealment; blinding (participants,
personnel or outcome assessors); completeness of out-
come data. Judgements concerning risk of bias for each
study is classified using “yes”, “no” or “unclear” indicat-
ing high, low or unclear risk of bias respectively.
The symbols ‘+’ and ‘-‘were used to indicate that the
paper positively or negatively answered the question in
each variable (Tables 1 and 3). The symbols ‘+’ and
‘-‘were used in Table 2 to indicate whether the variables
were observed or not in the papers. The symbols ‘?’ and
‘+/−‘were used to demonstrate that the explanation of
that particular variable was not explicit.
In other cases, such as in Gibson et al. [45] for ex-
ample, there was a clear explanation of the future steps
in terms of research, but it did not follow the policy
making suggestions voiced by the project’s participants.
In this case, although further clarification as to the pur-
pose of the project and the expected outcomes would
have been desirable, the information provided was still
appropriate to be included in the review.
Assessment of homogeneity / heterogeneity
Homogeneity was assessed in terms of study population,
intervention characteristics and reported outcomes. We
detected substantial clinical, methodological and statis-
tical heterogeneity (where applicable) across included
studies, therefore we did not report pooled results but
instead used a narrative approach to data synthesis. We
took into consideration the possible clinical or methodo-
logical reasons for this variation by grouping studies that
are similar in terms of populations, intervention features
or methodological features.
Data synthesis
We conducted a narrative analysis as heterogeneity of
findings was found to be high, similar to our previous
work in this field [24, 28, 29]. Firstly, a preliminary syn-
thesis was conducted to develop an initial description of
the findings of included records and to organise them so
that patterns across records could be identified [30].
This was followed by the iterative approach of a the-
matic analysis, where multiple ideas and conclusions
across a body of literature are categorised into themes
Table 1 Quality assessment of the qualitative studies
Reference Theoretical
approach
Study design Data collection Validity Analysis Ethics
1.1 1.2 2.1 3.1 4.1 4.2 4.3 5.1 5.2 5.3 5.4 5.5 5.6 6.1
Bantry Whyte and Montgomery, 2015 [35] + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Phinney et al., 2016 [36] + + ? ? + + + ? ? + + + + +
Van Alphen et al., 2016 [34] + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
King et al., 2017 [37] + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
+ yes/good; no/not good;? not sure/dubious
+ yes/good; no/not good; ? not sure/dubious
1. Theoretical approach
1.1 Is a qualitative approach appropriate? 1.2 Is the study clear in what it seeks to do?
2. Study design
2.1 How defensible/rigorous is the research design/methodology?
3. Data collection
3.1 How well was the data collection carried out?
4. Validity
4.1 Is the role of the researcher clearly described?; 4.2 Is the context clearly described?; 4.3 Were the methods reliable?
5. Analysis
5.1 Is the data analysis sufficiently rigorous?; 5.2 Are the data “rich”?; 5.3 Is the analysis reliable?; 5.4 Are the findings convincing?; 5.5 Are the findings relevant to
the aims of the study?; 5.6 Are the conclusions adequate?
6. Ethics
6.1 How clear and coherent is the reporting of ethical consideration?
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[27]. Data extracted from articles were entered into
Table 1. Following PRISMA guidelines for reporting,
extracting data involved very brief descriptive synthesis
(and a full table is included in the Appendix 1 and 2).
Findings
Methodological quality of selected papers
Papers were assessed using a variety of parameters to as-
certain their methodological quality, as presented in
Tables 1, 2 and 3.
All papers were thorough in their presentation includ-
ing a specific section or sections on their methodological
approach, the role of the researcher, their outcomes,
data gathering tools, risk of bias and analysis of potential
shortcomings.
In addition, some studies reported that there was some
caveat with regard to the findings due to prior level of ac-
tivity (participants were already active due to other com-
plementary activities [44], percentage of participants
interviewed and time of day [44]. Taking these variables
into consideration there were still common denominators
that we identified in terms of barriers and facilitators to
adherence to physical activity with a focus on walking.
This section highlights the common themes found in the
selected papers. The focus of the findings is not to evaluate
each paper but to highlight what barriers and facilitators
are identified in the recent relevant literature, as well as
what adherence factors where mentioned. This review en-
able an understanding of the current understanding of the
topic and identifies gaps to lead to further areas of research.
Common themes
The common themes section is divided into barriers, fa-
cilitators, and adherence levels. All papers addressed the
barriers and/or facilitators; only five of them addressed
adherences as well.
The main themes identified in the 8 selected papers
were as follows:
 The use of the environment as a tool to entice
physical activity [35].
 The use of walking within a wider set of activities to
support people with dementia [36, 42, 44].
 The program design, from the staff perspective, to
support people with dementia [35, 37].
These themes were taken into consideration in the
analysis of the sections presented below.
Barriers
Bio-medical reasons & mental wellbeing & physical ability
A variety of barriers were presented in this area. Firstly,
the type of activity and the level of intensity can create a
barrier. Van Uffelen et al. [45] pointed out that the ad-
herence is higher in flexibility programs than in aerobic-
exercise programs. A reason for this could be the re-
quired lower intensity of flexibility programs, which
make them suitable for a higher proportion of the older
population.
The second point was identified by the same study
[44] which reported the role of health (corroborated
Table 2 Quality assessment of the quantitative studies
Reference A
Selection bias
B
Study design
C
Confounder
D
Binding
E
Data collection
F
Withdrawals and drop-outs
Lowery et al., 2014 [41] + + + + + +
McCurry et al., 2010 [42] + + + + + +/−
Rantakokko et al., 2017 [43] + + + + + +
Van Uffelen et al., 2009 [44] + + + + + +/−
+ strong; +/− moderate; − weak
Table 3 Quality assessment of grey literature
Reference Study characteristics Outcomes Study type Decision
A.1 A.2 A.3 A.4 B.1 B.2 B.3 B.4 B.5 B.6 C.1 C.2 C.3 C.4 C.5 +/?
Harrison et al., 2017 [38] + + + ? + + + + + + + + ? + –
A. Study characteristics
A.1 Leadership: Was the organisation initiated by the local community, and does it contunue to be led by the local community to meet a local need?
A.2 Place: Is the organisation defined by its link to a physical place?
A.3 Community value: Is the primary purpose of the organisation to generate economic and social value in its community through its activities and the
reinvestment of profits locally?
A.4 Local returns: Does the organisation trade in goods or services as a means to being mainly independent of grants, and ultimately generating
economic returns?
B. Outcomes
B.1 Health; B.2 Social care; B.3 Wellbeing outcomes; B.4 Social engagement outcomes; B.5 Community and resilience outcomes; B.6 Carer outcomes
C. Study type
C.1 Cross-sectional; C.2 Interviews; C.3 Focus groups; C.4 Observational; C.5 Experimental
D. Decision (with reasons for either inclusion or exclusion or not sure)
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further by Alphen et al.) [34], other commitments (fam-
ily, work, volunteering, a busy life otherwise), self-
motivation and environmental issues as the main bar-
riers to adherence. Health related factors were corrobo-
rated by Rantakokko et al. [43] also linking to walking
difficulties and consequently the risk of becoming home
bound. The health factor is also pointing to the intensity
of the walking group exercise that may be uncomfortable
for the participants [43, 46].
The last point was highlighted by McCurry et al. [42]
stressing depression levels and higher behavioural dis-
ruption scores as another barrier for the regular uptake
of walks. These are sometimes jointly referred to as
BPSD (behavioural and psychological symptoms of de-
mentia) [41]. Depression and fluctuating mental health
prevented individuals joining walks on a regular basis,
and/or participants with dementia sometimes being a
disruptive element to the rest of the group. Physical and
mental limitations and difficulties around understanding
the guidance of the organisers were also listed as another
barrier by Alphen et al. [34].
Relationship dynamics
In certain circumstances, the need to rely on carers and
family members could negatively affect the adherence to
exercise [41, 42]. The challenge of joining a walking
group for the first time was identified as a potential bar-
rier, particularly for people who live alone and do not
have a partner to accompany them [45]. Indeed, this
may explain why some participants signed up for a walk-
ing group and then failed to attend. Moreover, Van Uffe-
len et al. [44] suggested that having other commitments,
such as to family or work, could act as a barrier.
The flexible planning of the activities and the need to
know the participants were also considered relevant to en-
sure adherence [42, 44] as well as the time and human re-
source to encourage participants to take part [37]. The
inflexibility of the programs and participants not being ap-
propriately supported could be important barriers for par-
ticipation. King et al. [37] also pointed out the need to
accept that participants may express a temporary or volatile
disinterest in the activity, or they may just need a tailored
approach.
When environments are being over medicalized [47]
activities which are considered normal, can be more dif-
ficult to achieve both in terms of being able to follow in-
structions, and in terms of physical ability. This applies
for example to collective activities, such as going for a
walk together. Strong barriers were also seen in activities
perceived to have a constant dementia-focus and a
normalization of medicalization. Participants tended to
search for activities which replicated those widely ac-
cessible in the community, and as Phinney et al. [36]
noted, those which provided an emotionally safe
environment and where dementia was not being over-
stressed, although it was naturally acknowledged.
Socio-economic reasons & environmental issues
Studies reported that findings could be skewed due to
the demographics of the participants group [44]. Van
Uffelen et al. [44] acknowledged that the perception of
safety (which was an important element to support ad-
herence) could not be completely explained as the
demographic included in their studies provenanced from
high income countries. Thus, further reflection on the
links between poverty and adherence to exercise need to
be considered. Phinney et al. [36] also pointed out that
accommodating weaker members / walkers is a potential
barrier to attending the groups.
Not having a safe environment on either an emotional
or practical level were also acknowledged as barriers
[36]. The negative perception of safety, as well as con-
ventional wayfinding signs, were also reported to deter
walking [48]. Conventional wayfinding signs refers to
‘directional’ (signage that tells you which way to go),
‘confirmational’ (signage which confirms we are on the
right path or we have arrived somewhere or heading to-
wards the correct location) and ‘informational’ (signage
such as flight information displays (FIDs)) which help to
guide through the provision of information [49].
Environmental issues, such as inaccessible or challenging
routes, were also cited as a potential barrier by Gibson et al.
[45]. According to these authors, uneven paths, traffic and
routes with busy roads should be avoided [45]. Further to
that, Bantry White and Montgomery [35] added factors
such as fear of getting lost that represent a barrier to taking
up walking as a regular activity. King et al. [37] mentioned
relocation of walks as a potential barrier, as the stability of
the walking environment is important.
Looking specifically at the environmental issues, Van
Uffelen et al. [44] stated that when considering walking
as a way of active travel, there seems to be a correlation
between highly dense areas and a reduction in walking
as distances to amenities, shops, etc. may be too short.
Organisation of the walking groups was pointed out as
another important potential barrier by Alphen et al. [34]. If
the walking outings are not well thought through, carefully
organised and organisers are not trained in giving helpful
guidance to the participants, organization can be a barrier
to adherence [34]. Relying on volunteers, rather than having
funded walk organisers could also serve as a potential bar-
rier for the longevity of walking groups, as volunteers may
be unable to provide the same level of support [45].
Facilitators
Bio-medical benefits & benefits related to physical ability
The benefits of walking as an activity which benefits the
health and wellbeing of participants has already been
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established in the literature [34]. It was linked to the
therapeutic impact of being outdoors [34, 42, 44, 45]
which has a positive impact on both physical and mental
health, as there is a positive correlation between being
outdoors and a reduction in symptoms of depression. It
has been reported by the authors above [34, 42, 44, 46]
that seeing and feeling the benefits of walking outdoors
is one of the facilitators for attendance/adherence.
Staff, group relationship dynamics & social aspect of
walking group
Overall, the social aspect of the walking groups and wel-
coming carers and or family members to the walking
groups has been stressed in consensus by most authors
[34–37, 41, 42, 44–46]. Studies highlighted the importance
of the role of staff, carers and family to support walking
sessions, in terms of physical support [44] but also in
terms of attitude and the focus of the intervention [36]. In
this sense, Phinney et al. [36] highlighted the importance
of focusing on the positives of what the individual can
achieve and the role of the community to facilitate general
activity rather than on the disability. Flexibility in pro-
gramming, individual tailoring, and implementing social
problem-solving were also seen as important to support
people to continue with the programmes [44]. In addition,
using humor and being familiar with the participant’s past
and taste in activities were also seen as important to en-
courage adherence [37]. Gibson et al. [45] reported that
humor served a number of functions including taking the
focus away from the more physically challenging aspects
of walking; facilitating the discussion of sensitive topics;
and enabling the quieter members of the group to feel
more engaged with the group dynamic. Another import-
ant aspect was identified by Phinney et al. [36] as training
the staff organising these walks in giving meaningful guid-
ance to the participants [34, 45]. Having an effective walk
leader was regarded by Gibson et al. [45] as key to ensur-
ing the success of walking groups and was therefore an
important facilitator to attendance/adherence. Their role
encompassed a wide range of responsibilities beyond just
leading the walks [45]. The authors recommended that
walking groups continue to receive funding so walk
leaders were able to provide the level of support required
for groups to operate effectively [45].
Presence and attendance of the carer, if possible, with
their own exercise experience [34], has been mentioned
as very important by studies [34, 41, 42, 46]. Living with
a partner and/or having a carer and being accompanied
by partners and / or carers to the walks facilitates the
adherence and lowers the stress associated with getting
ready and attending the walks in general [42, 46]. This
was corroborated by King et al. [37] who added develop-
ing the social aspect of the group on the list of facilita-
tors. Offering refreshments after the walking session has
been mentioned as very helpful in terms of facilitating
adherence by several authors [36, 37, 45].
Gibson et al. [45] highlighted the importance of the so-
cial support provided by the group environment both for
those with dementia and their carers. For example, cou-
ples could either walk together, or separately from one
other, should they wish to have some time apart, an im-
portant benefit which would serve to facilitate adherence.
Indeed, Gibson et al. [45] reported that the social benefits
associated with belonging to a walking group served as the
main facilitator for attendance for all participants, regard-
less of whether they were living with dementia. The au-
thors also recommended that groups should be inclusive
and not limited just to people living with dementia [45].
Environmental issues & individual tailoring
Studies portrayed the importance of the presence, quality
and pedestrian-friendliness of footpaths, safe physical en-
vironments, and appropriate landscapes to walk in [35].
The more advanced the dementia is, the more these as-
pects need consideration. Gibson et al. [45] emphasized
that it was important for walking routes to be accessible
to all participants, including those with mobility aids, with
rest stops provided. The use of landscape and safe surfaces
for walking was also mentioned by Bantry White and
Montgomery [35], emphasizing the need to consult de-
mentia patients and carers/family members from the out-
set, rather than an afterthought. The use of signs was also
reported to be a facilitator, although further consideration
is needed as convention signage (e.g. banners, signs, post-
ers etc.) could be confusing for people at different stages
of dementia, as stated above [35].
Individual tailoring of the walks was mentioned as im-
portant by several studies [35, 43], including tailoring
the intensity [34–36] and frequency [44] for better ad-
herence. Gibson et al. [45] also emphasized the import-
ance of catering for individual needs and preferences, for
example some participants preferred to walk the same
route each week, while others welcomed the opportunity
to walk a different route.
Phinney et al. [36] reported the importance of normaliz-
ing the environment and keeping it non-medicalized and
non-focusing on dementia. Keeping the aspect of walks as
normal everyday activity and keep supporting all attendees
to interact and engage with each other and the outdoors
environment played a positive role in adherence. Gibson
et al. [45] corroborated this finding, with participants
viewing the walks as an activity they engaged in to main-
tain their health and fitness, as opposed to regarding de-
mentia as the main reason for attendance.
Participants perceptions about the walks & the program
Mentioned by Van Uffelen et al. [44]; Van Uffelen et al.
[46] and Phinney et al. [36], another important facilitator
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is to keep up-to-date with participants perceptions, feel-
ings and observations about the walks and the program
overall. Some may want to discuss intensity, some may
wish to discuss the route or environment and safety, but
most wanted to share their feelings and perceptions so
keeping a journal seems to be facilitating their adherence
as they see their views matter and they have a recognised
voice to share their views.
Adherence rates
Adherence to walking groups has been described as crucial
for having such beneficial outcomes in terms of improved
mood and feelings [34, 42, 44, 46]. Even though we had not
intended to explore the adherence rates themselves, some
studies included in the review, reported either data about
adherence or attendance rate. Adherence ranged from 47%
[42] to 89% [41]. Median attendance showed in studies of
Van Uffelen (2008, 2009) [44, 46], with exercise twice a
week varied between 63 and 71%. However, another study
[37] with exercise three times a week showed median at-
tendance around 20% with great interindividual variability.
Most of the studies did not report any data on adherence
or attendance. It is important to take into consideration all
factors having influence on adoption of physical activity,
factors having influence on maintaining adherence to phys-
ical activity as well as risk factors of dropping out [37].
Discussion
The benefits of walking, as an activity which benefits the
health and wellbeing of participants, has been estab-
lished [34, 50]. It is linked to the therapeutic impact of
being outdoors [34, 42, 44, 50], which has a physical and
mental positive impact, as there is a positive correlation
between being outdoors and a reduction in depression
symptoms. This review highlights what hinders and fa-
cilitates long-term engagement with walking groups in
people living with dementia in community, addressing a
gap in knowledge about these topics; assisting organisa-
tions and professionals working with people with de-
mentia and their carers to effectively plan, implement
and evaluate walking programmes in the community.
This discussion will first provide an overview of the lit-
erature found on the topic of adherence. It then dis-
cusses barriers and some proposed suggestions about
methods to address these, before finally addressing the
facilitators to engagement.
Adherence
Adherence is usually described as the percentage of
people who finished the entire exercise program while
attendance rate means number of exercise sessions
attended, divided by the number of exercise sessions of-
fered [21]. Data from sport psychology research show
that studies describe adherence in huge variation such as
3–87% [51]. In the appraised literature, several theoret-
ical models of exercise behavior were proposed, includ-
ing a general social-cognitive model [52]. Based on these
concepts, we may look at “adherence behavior” as the
behavior influenced by a complex interaction of per-
sonal, behavioral and environmental factors.
It turns out that in older people who have dementia,
other factors related to cognitive impairment play a role,
such as behavioral symptoms connected with the cognitive
impairment, a higher possibility of getting lost, depression,
and feelings of shame (when participating in dementia-
focused activities). The role of a carer and his/her compe-
tencies, ability to motivate, time etc., also influence adher-
ence. On the other hand, there are strong facilitators or
perceived benefits which may increase adherence, such as
the possibility to meet other people, to chat while exercis-
ing (e.g. during walking) and a chance to gain some re-
freshment afterwards, as described by Gibson et al. [45],
Phinney et al. [36] and King et al. [37].
Barriers
Concerns about risk
Where perceived risks of the exercise outweighed the ben-
efits, carers are less likely to encourage or facilitate adher-
ence to such programs [2, 18, 34, 41, 42, 45, 46, 53–58].
Examples of risk that would discourage engagement and
adherence include the risk of falls associated with walking
difficulties [44], getting lost and potential harm while lost
[35], and the feeling of loss of an emotionally safe environ-
ment [36]. There is emerging research that offers risk as-
sessment methods for wandering that might mediate
some of these concerns and indicate where preventative
strategies or personalisation could be implemented [35].
Other research suggests that the use of wearable technol-
ogy that uses Global Positioning System (GPS) could pro-
vide reassurance and mediate the perceived risk [59]
although the evidence in this field is still emerging.
Bantry White & Montgomery [35], Barnett et al. [60],
Olanrewaju et al. [2], Van Uffelen et al. [44] and Gibson
et al. [45] further suggest that the physical area in which
the walking takes place is of importance when consider-
ing risk. Hazards such as uneven surfaces, navigating
traffic and safety of the neighborhood (i.e. crime rates)
have been reported as barriers to engagement. As such,
the organisation and design of walking programs should
be well considered, flexible and tailored for the needs of
those taking part [2, 41, 44, 45, 53, 57, 58, 61]; this in it-
self can often pose a challenge. For example, stage of ill-
ness, levels of confidence and physical ability is likely to
vary significantly across a group of carers and people
with dementia. A proposed resolution to this is to con-
sider pace, intensity and points for rest breaks are essen-
tial in the planning, design and organisation.
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Personal circumstances and perspectives of carers
Carers are more likely to be women [54, 62–64] and
carers who are employed or who had other family com-
mitments were less likely to facilitate engagement with
walking groups [2, 46, 57, 58, 65]. This is likely to be asso-
ciated with how much time they had available for recre-
ational activity but also the timing of the walking activity;
sessions that occur during the day or after school might
pose a challenge in such circumstances. This has also been
reported in wider research with a suggestion that home-
based programs of exercise are favoured [53, 57].
The ‘burden of caring’ might also have an impact on a
carers willingness to facilitate access to the walking groups
[2, 50, 53, 54, 56–58, 63, 64, 66–68]. It is known that carers
often experience high levels of stress, anxiety and depression
[2, 56, 64, 67]. Carers also suffer from physical and psycho-
logical illness themselves which impacts on their motivation
to engage with such activity [54, 63, 64, 67, 68]. The notion
of ‘obligation’ is reported as a barrier for carers when decid-
ing to access support services more generally. Furthermore,
Courtin et al. [62], Gibson et al. [45], Khalil et al. [55], Olan-
rewaju et al. [2], Suttanon et al. [57] & Wanless et al. [64] in-
dicate that this might be linked to the relationship dynamics
with the carer and person with dementia.
When carers found the exercise to be ‘boring’, or where
the benefits of exercise were not apparent to them, their
motivation and willingness to facilitate engagement and ad-
herence to walking and exercise was affected [2, 44, 53, 57].
This suggests a need for appropriate, targeted recruitment
to the exercise programs and development of engagement
methods in partnership with a range of service providers
and carers [45, 69, 70] which is lacking to date. This may
include methods to raise awareness of the benefits of exer-
cise and use instructors or healthcare professionals who are
knowledgeable and willing to recommend exercise as part
of a wider program of care [2, 64, 69]. The caring popula-
tion is ageing with increasing numbers over 55 years [64]
and therefore, long term illness and reduced mobility might
be barriers for carers to engaging themselves.
Other evidence suggests that exercise does not help re-
duce challenging behaviour associated with dementia or
depression symptoms [50]. However, clinical guidance
and research literature indicates that short periods of
light-moderate intensity exercise, such as walking, can
improve the symptoms of depression and reduce stress
levels [71, 72]. This further reinforces the need for the
benefits of exercise to be promoted by healthcare profes-
sionals, as part of a multi-dimensional program of care
and through recruitment strategies employed by walking
group instructors. It also suggests the need to explore
this concept through further research in this field.
This review has also highlighted that the voice of
carers is not being invited and incorporated into the re-
search in this field.
Co-morbidity
Co-morbidity with long term illnesses and other health-
related problems are known barriers to engagement and
adherence [2, 32, 44, 46, 53, 58, 63, 67–69]. People who
experience walking difficulties [43, 53, 70] or who have
pain associated with other illness [2, 45, 53] are often
discouraged from engaging and/or continuing with such
activity or might lack confidence in their abilities [2, 73].
Socioeconomic status
Socio-economic status and those from areas of
deprivation are less likely to seek and engage with sup-
port services [62, 64, 65, 68] and this is reflected in the
literature on walking and exercise programs [2, 32, 44,
73]. This could be explained by some of the ‘hidden
costs’ of caring and the reported financial burden on
carers [62, 64, 65, 68]. Conversely, it indicates that any
walking or exercise program needs to have public trans-
port links or be within walking distance and carry little
to no cost to participants [2, 57, 73]. Some groups re-
ported that the offer of free refreshments would encour-
age engagement [45, 57].
Facilitators
Previous experience of exercise
Previous experience and perceptions of walking have an
impact on whether carers and people with dementia
would engage with walking groups [2, 53, 54, 57]. Those
with positive experiences of exercise, those who were ac-
tive before being diagnosed with dementia or had expe-
rienced the benefits of exercise were more likely to
engage with walking groups [2, 53, 54, 57]. This reso-
nates with other research, for example, patients with
Parkinson’s who experienced improvements in their abil-
ity to complete daily tasks were more likely to continue
with an exercise program [55].
Gibson et al. [45] reported the importance of ‘humor’
and ‘fun’ associated with exercise; walking as a recre-
ational and social activity. This also suggests a possible
‘social aspect’ of group walking activity. The social as-
pect and positive reinforcement of exercise has been the-
orized as a possible link between adherence and exercise
for people later in life when considering exercise as a
learning activity [74].
Social benefits
Literature notes a positive effect on psychological well-
being because of socialising with others in the same or
similar position [2, 45, 53, 57, 75]. While there is some lit-
erature that indicates preference for home-based or non-
group exercise due to the moderate or severe cognitive
impairment associated with dementia, changeable ‘mood’
and behaviors of those with dementia [50, 53, 57]. Phinney
et al. [36] indicates that the concept of ‘belonging’ in the
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community, citizenship, positive reinforcement and feed-
back from peers, relatives and instructors has been shown
to facilitate engagement and adherence to group exercise
and walking groups [18, 36, 75].
Expectations about outcomes
Research suggests that keeping a record of exercise, any
improvement associated with exercise or use of wearable
technology to evidence ‘achievement’ and ‘progress’ can
facilitate engagement and adherence to such activities
[57]. The emerging use of smartphones, fitness applica-
tions and accelerometers could provide a method by
which individuals could monitor their achievement and
any improvement [18, 44, 56, 58, 59, 76]. Van der Wardt
et al. [18] also suggest exploring the potential of ‘gamifi-
cation’ for making exercise enjoyable and fun.
Positive feedback, prompting and consistent reassur-
ance from carers and/or instructors have been associated
with engagement, adherence and improved confidence
with walking [55]. Khalil et al. [55] explored exercise ad-
herence in patients with Parkinson’s disease and sug-
gested that patients who experienced improvements in
daily function were more likely to continue with exer-
cise; this could also be true for people with dementia
and their carers. While some people with dementia do
not engage with walking or exercise due to a lack of con-
fidence in their abilities [53], exercise programs that help
to build confidence, allow people to see the benefits of
outcomes at an individual pace and intensity are shown
to be of benefit [2, 44, 53, 55].
Interestingly, van der Wardt et al. [18] found that ‘goal
setting’ from the outset did not appear to improve en-
gagement or adherence in those with mild cognitive im-
pairment and dementia suggesting that it could be the
‘emerging’ benefits and success that has a greater
impact.
Living arrangements and relationship dynamics
Carers who co-habit with the person with dementia
were more likely to facilitate engagement with walk-
ing and exercise as part of a ‘routine’ [46, 53]. Having
a spouse as a carer or ‘walking as a couple’ has been
shown to be a facilitator for engaging with walking
groups [18, 45, 57]. This is likely since the primary
carer lives in close vicinity or ‘with’ the care recipient
and there is an element of convenience, but this is
likely to link with the social aspect of walking groups
as well [45].
Tailoring and personalisation
The concept of ‘tailored’ options in timing, intensity and
frequency was of importance [32, 36, 45, 57] and other
literature on the topic of exercise agrees, with carers
reporting that walking and /or exercise as part of a
routine or ‘program of care’ is well received [45, 64, 67,
68] as was the opportunity to engage with service users/
providers with knowledge of the benefits of exercise [45,
75]. This suggests that walking groups could be offered
in partnership or alongside other services and support
groups [2, 18, 34, 44, 57, 70]. Literature also indicates
that programs that were organised by trained,
knowledgeable instructors or those recommended by
healthcare professionals were more likely to attract en-
gagement and continued adherence [64, 67, 68].
The nature of dementia as an illness can mean that
routine, custom and habit play and important role in the
care of the individual [76, 77]. Thus, a facilitator to en-
gagement and adherence in programs of exercise or
walking groups is more likely if they are embedded in
the routine of the individual and/or carer [2, 53, 57].
Therefore, the organisation and design of such activity
needs to consider this as a factor.
Another important area is communication and cap-
acity of the facilitators/trainers to communicate ap-
propriately with older persons living with dementia.
The need to involve people with dementia in re-
search, particularly around their experiences of com-
munication, is evident and especially important for
facilitating person-centered care, strengthening social
relationships, and informing training programs [77].
Strategies were recently summarized by Alsawy et al.
[77] as practical techniques and strategies reflecting
interpersonal characteristics and need for people with
dementia to have more active involvement was
highlighted.
Design and location
Programs need to be flexible in location, timing, fre-
quency and intensity or the possibility for walking
programs to be based in community centers, NHS
premises, enclosed gardens or community gyms [2,
45, 61]. In doing the latter of these, and with effect-
ively trained instructors, walking groups/programs
might also be used as much needed respite for carers
[45]. Conversely, Suttanon et al. [57] suggest the po-
tential benefit in offering ‘mixed programs’ whereby
exercise could be home-based and outside in walking
groups to allow flexibility for carers who have work
or family commitments.
Gibson et al. [45] indicate that walking routes that are
deemed as physically safe are more likely to recruit
members to the group, as are appropriately trained in-
structors or those led by healthcare employees/profes-
sionals; this is likely associated with the desire to access
support from healthcare providers in a convenient loca-
tion [2, 53, 57, 58, 60].
There is mixed evidence about whether any walking
route should be ‘changed’, how frequently or if at all [45]
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and this might be associated with personal need, prefer-
ence or stage of illness (and therefore links with the need
to tailor and ‘personalise’ walking programs and/or
routes). The need to make the best use of sensory aspects
in the environment and changing seasons is reported to
be of benefit to people with dementia [45, 78]. For ex-
ample, walking in gardens where there are plenty of
flowers or water features during the summer months and
trees during autumn. However, there should be consider-
ation of risk versus benefit for everyone; a balance be-
tween the barriers and facilitators. Alternatively, Gibson
et al. [45] suggest that retaining the same route and type
of exercise for each occasion helps to build confidence
and might reduce ‘wandering’ or risk of wandering [45]
and that it reinforces ‘routine’ and ‘habit’ which has been
identified as a facilitator.
Pace and intensity need to be flexible and there
should be safe place to ‘rest’ along any walking route
[2, 45, 53]. Conversely, the size of the walking group
and approach to inclusivity (e.g. walking at the pace
of the slowest person) is a factor in facilitation and
adherence [36, 44].
There are various suggested locations for group
walking/exercise with many benefits reported for both
indoor and outdoor activity [78]. King et al. [37] sug-
gest that indoor walking and exercise groups could be
viewed as safer for those with lower cognitive func-
tioning or confidence and can be used as part of a
respite package for carers such as that reported in
Gibson et al. [45] where a local Day Care Centre was
used. Enclosed gardens, NHS premises, community
gyms and public outdoor areas have also been re-
ported as suitable locations for such activity [37, 78]
but these require suitable staffing levels to support
those using the service [37].
Limitations
There is limited published research that discusses the
barriers and facilitators to adherence of walking
groups for people with the dementia in the commu-
nity setting.
The influence of carers on the barriers and facilitators
to adherence of walking groups is evident but from the
articles included in our review, there is a clear gap in re-
search that explores carer experiences and perspective.
Further research into this area would provide much
needed knowledge about how carers can impact on ad-
herence to walking groups.
Of the limited evidence that is available, being a Ban-
gladeshi, Pakistani or Indian woman is associated with a
propensity to take on a caring role [64]. Hence, ethnicity
could play a role in these carers’ willingness to seek sup-
port and access available services. Further research in
these communities could be recommended to explore
the potential impact of ethnicity on what facilitates and
hinders participation and adherence to walking group
exercise.
Lamb et al. [61] reported higher recruitment and com-
pliance in a moderate to high intensity exercise program
for men with dementia. It was also found that most of
the female participants lived alone and thus, lacked the
prompts and motivation to engage with exercise. This
suggests gender and ‘living alone’ as a potential barrier
to exercise although this has not necessarily been re-
ported in the literature on walking groups. However, fur-
ther research that explores any potential links with
gender could be advisable.
This review focused on only literature published in
English. Given the lack of evidence, further searching
could be done in other languages. Moreover, it is
likely that more walking -groups or similar activities
exist but are not regularly or robustly evaluated and
published about. There is therefore scope to add to
this literature through evaluating existing programs.
Lastly, the analysis focused on a barrier and facilitator
framework; however, many factors could be both of
these depending on how they are perceived or evalu-
ated (e.g. environment). This indicates that evalua-
tions of such programs need to account for differing
perspectives.
Conclusions
This systematic review of literature has highlighted
known barriers and facilitators to adherence to walk-
ing groups type of exercise for people living with de-
mentia in community. Carers’ willingness to engage,
their own circumstances, their perspectives and expe-
riences of exercise seem to play a key role in facilitat-
ing participation and adherence. However, there is
little research that explores this. The design, location
and organisation of exercise programs, and therefore,
walking groups can be significant for the facilitation
or prevention of engagement and adherence and this
reflects the need for such activity to be part of a
wider ‘program of care’, tailored to the needs of the
individual that is also flexible and convenient.
Knowledgeable and well-trained instructors or health-
care professionals are recommended as group exercise
leaders.
Barriers to engagement and adherence include socio-
economic status, carers’ personal circumstances and per-
spectives. Further research may be conducted into
carer’s experiences and perspectives and the role smart-
phone applications and wearable technologies can play.
Approaches to raising awareness of the benefits of exer-
cise through the recommendation of health care profes-
sionals may be explored.
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Appendix 1
Table 4 Data extraction table for included studies
Author(s)
and year
Study
design
Aim of the study Type of
intervention
Sample details Main barriers Key facilitators Adherence
data
van Uffelen
et al. 2009
[44]
RCT with a
factorial
design
To examine
feasibility of
regular moderate-
intensity walking
program, to as-
sess association of
exercise attend-
ance and
cognition
1 year, twice a
week, 60 min,
moderate
intensity walking
program vs. low
intensity activity
program
122 Lack of interest
Weather
Walking difficulties
Health-related
problems
Keeping up to date
with
participants’perceptions
about the program and
how they are coping
with exercise intensity
Attending at least one
session – trying exercise
Median
attendance
71%
van Uffelen
2008 [46]
Double blind
randomized
placebo-
controlled
trial
To examine effect
of aerobic
exercise or
vitamin B
supplementation
on cognitive
function
1 year, twice
weekly, group
based, moderate-
intensity walking
program vs. low
intensity placebo
activity program
and vitamin B
supplementation
or placebo
152 Illness
Too busy
Location too far
Uncomfortable
intensity
Health-related
problems
Living with a partner Median
session
attendance
63%
Bantry White
and
Montgomery
2016 [35]
Mixed-
methods
study
Wandering,
getting lost and
hence being
restricted from
walking can be a
barrier to walking
outdoors alone
Self-administered
questionnaire
14 professionals Factors associated
with getting lost
and of harm while
missing
Ensuring safe physical
environment and
appropriate landscape
and surfaces to walk on,
schedule adverse risks
objectively – safe
walking assessment,
tailoring walks and
assessments to
individual
circumstances
Not reported
Author(s)
and year
Study
design
Aim of the study Type of
intervention
Sample details Main barriers Key facilitators Adherence
data
King et al.
2018 [37]
Randomized
trial
To evaluate
feasibility of
implementing
The Enhance
Mobility Program
8months, group
exercise and
walking (at least
20 min, at least 3
times a week)
28 Space reallocation
Adequate staffing
and time needed
to recruit clients
to participate
Lower MMSE
Social aspect of group
walking
Refreshment offer at
the end of walking
session
Participation
on walking
program
ranged 0–76
days out of
96 days with
the walking
program
(M = 20.2, SD
19.6)
McCurry et al.
2010 [42]
Clinical trial To examine
factors associated
with adherence
to walking
program
Walking 30
continuous mina
day
66 dyads Depression
Higher behavioral
disruption scores
(RMBPC)
Spousal caregiver
Lower perceived stress
47%
participants
were still
walking 5 or
more days a
week at 6-
months fol-
low up
Lowery et al.
2014 [41]
Single blind
parallel group
trial
To evaluate
effectiveness of a
simple dyadic
exercise regimen
Individually
tailored
progressive
walking regimen,
20–30 min, at
least 5 times a
week
131 dyads Low adherence
levels
Carers‘involvement
Overall BPSD
(behavioural and
psychological
symptoms of dementia)
lower if adherence is
maintained
116
completed
the trial (89%)
Prescribed
frequency of
walks was
achieved by
31% of
treatment
group,
prescribed
intensity in
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Table 4 Data extraction table for included studies (Continued)
53% of walks
Author(s)
and year
Study
design
Aim of the study Type of
intervention
Sample details Main barriers Key facilitators Adherence
data
Rantakokko
et al. 2017
[43]
Life-Space
Assessment,
Self-reported
ability to walk
2 km was
assessed
Task
modifications in
walking may help
community-
dwelling older
people to post-
pone life-space
mobility decline
848/816/761 Walking difficulty,
becoming home
bound
Self reported
modifications in
walking, using mobility
devices
Phinney et al.
2016 [36]
Ethnographic
study,
participant
observation
To explore how
community-based
programming can
promote social
citizenship,
Every day leisure
group walk in
neighborhood
15 Emotionally safe
environment,
overstressing
dementia,
medicalising/
overmedicalising
environment, not
interacting with
participants, not
being able to
accommodate
weaker members,
Social view on the
walking program –
being part of the
community, belonging,
non medicalised
atmosphere, normal
everyday activities,
keeping the focus off
dementia, emotionally
safe environment,
outdoors & being able
to observe and react to
things happening
around, enjoyment of
each other’s company,
sharing cards with
public explaining aims
of this particular group
makes them more
welcome in the
community, group
resting on principles of
compassion and
empowerment
Not reported
Author(s)
and year
Study
design
Aim of the study Type of
intervention
Sample details Main barriers Key facilitators Adherence
data
Alphen et al.
2016 [34]
Systematic
review
To reveal factors
that facilitate or
hamper
participation of
dementia patients
on PA
Review including
also walking
programs
7 studies with 39
dementia
patients and 36
caregivers
Physical and
mental limitations
Difficulties with
guidance
Organization of PA
by caregivers
Service providers
familiar with exercise
benefits
Strategies to avoid
health problems
Convenient and
personalized options of
PA
Not reported
ROG HARR
ISON, KIM
STRACHAN,
SHEILA
THORBURN
2017 –
stirling
dementia
project grey
lit
Grey literature
– report
To evaluate the
second year of a
dementia friendly
walking group
project, to explore
the attendees’
experiences of
attending the
walking groups.
Every day leisure
group walks in
urban, suburban
and rural areas.
6 walking groups
– 1 person with
dementia and 1
carer from each
group for
individual
interviews. Focus
group interviews
involved all the
walk attendees
and volunteer
walk leaders in
each walking
group (numbers
not reported)
Environmental
issues making
walking routes
challenging/
inaccessible
Not having
funded walk
organisers
Challenges posed
by joining a
walking group for
the first time
Therapeutic impact of
being outdoors
Having an effective
walk leader and
ensuring funding
remained in place to
employ walk leaders
Social support provided
by the group for both
people with dementia
and their carers
Having accessible
walking routes
Individual tailoring of
walking routes
Having inclusive/mixed
groups, rather than
making walks
exclusively for people
living with dementia
Not reported
Vseteckova et al. European Review of Aging and Physical Activity           (2020) 17:15 Page 13 of 16
Appendix 2
Acknowledgements
N/A
Declarations
Our results have not been published previously and are not under
submission elsewhere. Co-authors are cognizant of the submitted text and
agree to its publication in EURAPA.
Authors’ contributions
LS, AB, and MS have screened the literature and selected papers for inclusion
in the review LS, MS, KD, and IH have contributed to data extraction. All
authors read and approved the final manuscript.
Authors’ information
N/A
Funding
None received.
Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and/or analyzed during the current study are available
from the corresponding author on reasonable request.
Ethics approval and consent to participate
N/A
Consent for publication
N/A
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Author details
1Faculty of Wellbeing, Education and Language Studies, The Open University,
Milton Keynes MK7 6AA, UK. 2Faculty of Physical Education and Sport,
Charles University, Prague, Czech Republic. 3Institute for Health Research,
University of Bedfordshire, Bedford, UK.
Fig. 1 Flowchart
Vseteckova et al. European Review of Aging and Physical Activity           (2020) 17:15 Page 14 of 16
Received: 12 March 2020 Accepted: 6 September 2020
References
1. Woodcock J, Franco OH, Orsini N, Roberts I. Non-vigorous physical activity
and all-cause mortality: systematic review and meta-analysis of cohort
studies. Int J Epidemiol. 2011;40(1):121–38.
2. Olanrewaju O, Kelly S, Cowan A, Brayne C, Lafortune L. Physical activity in
community dwelling older people: a systematic review of reviews of
interventions and context. PLoS One. 2016;11:12.
3. Perri MG, Anton SD, Durning PE, Ketterson TU, Sydeman SJ, Berlant NE,
Kanasky WF Jr, Newton RL Jr, Limacher MC, Martin AD. Adherence to
exercise prescriptions: effects of prescribing moderate versus higher levels
of intensity and frequency. Health Psychol. 2002;21:452–8.
4. Cedervall Y, Torres S, Aberg AC. Maintaining well-being and selfhood
through physical activity: experiences of people with mild Alzheimer’s
disease. Ageing Ment Health. 2015;19(8):679–88.
5. McDuff J, Phinney A. Walking with meaning: subjective experiences of
physical activity in dementia. Glob Qual Nurs Res. 2015. https://doi.org/10.
1177/2333393615605116.
6. Duggan S, Blackman T, Martyr A, Van Schaik P. The impact of early
dementia on outdoor life: a ‘shrinking world’? Dementia. 2008;7(2):191–204.
7. Cook M. Forests as places of mental well-being for people with dementia.
Forestry Commission Research note: UK; 2015. http://www.forestry.gov.uk/
pdf/FCRN019.pdf/$FILE/FCRN019.pdf. Accessed 7 Dec 2016.
8. Mapes N, Milton S, Nicholls V, Williamson T. Is it Nice outside? - consulting
people living with dementia and carers about engaging with the natural
environment. Natural England Commissioned Reports: UK; 2016. http://
publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/5910641209507840. Accessed
7 Dec 2016.
9. Gage H, Cheynel J, Williams P, Mitchell K, Stinton C, Katz J, Holland C,
Sheehan B. Service utilization and family support of people with dementia:
a cohort study in England. Int J Geriatr Psychiatry. 2014;30(2):166–77.
10. Phinney A, Chaudhury H, O’Connor D. Doing as much as I can do: the
meaning of activity for persons with dementia. Aging Ment Health. 2007;11:
384–93.
11. Gibson G, Chalfont GE, Clarke PD, Torrington JM, Sixsmith AJ. Housing and
connection to nature for people with dementia: findings from the INDEPE
NDENT project. J Hous Elder. 2007;21:55–72.
12. Mapes N, Hine R. Research project: living with dementia and connecting
with nature—looking back and stepping forwards (exploring the benefits of
green exercise with people living with dementia); 2011. https://
dementiaadventure.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/green-exercise-and-
dementia-neil-mapes-february-2011.pdf. Accessed 5 July 2020.
13. Olsson A, Lampic C, Skovdahl K, Engström M. Persons with early-stage
dementia reflect on being outdoors: a repeated interview study. Aging
Ment Health. 2013;17:793–800.
14. Who is considered a carer? NHS England. https://www.england.nhs.uk/
commissioning/comm-carers/carers. Accessed 13 July 2020.
15. Chong TW, Doyle CJ, Cyarto EV, Cox KL, Ellis KA, Ames D, Lautenschlager
NT. Physical activity program preferences and perspectives of older adults
with and without cognitive impairment. Asia Pac Psychiatry. 2012;6:179–90.
16. Meads C, Exley J. A systematic review of group walking in physically healthy
people to promote physical activity. Int J Technol Assess Health Care. 2018;
34(1):27–37.
17. Kassavou A, Turner A, French DP. Do interventions to promote walking in
groups increase physical activity? A meta-analysis. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act.
2013;10(18); doi: https://doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-10-18.
18. Van der Wardt V, Hancox J, Gondek D, Logan P, das Nair R, Pollock K,
Harwood R. Adherence support strategies for exercise interventions in
people with mild cognitive impairment and dementia: a systematic review.
Prev Med Rep. 2017;7:38–45.
19. Coleman RJ, Kokolakakis T, Ramchandani G. Walking for health attendance
study. Natural England Commissioned Reports: UK; 2011. http://publications.
naturalengland.org.uk/publication/2181481. Accessed 7 Dec 2016.
20. Foster C, Cavill N. Expert testimony – the effectiveness of physical activity
promotion interventions. Report submitted to NICE CVD PDG Committee.
London: NICE; 2009.
21. Evangelista LS, Dracup K, Erickson V, et al. Validity of pedometers for
measuring exercise adherence in heart failure patients. J Card Fail. 2005;
11(5):366–71.
22. Findorff M, Wyman J, Gross C. Predictors of long-term exercise adherence in
a community-based sample of older women. J Women's Health. 2009;
18(11):1769–76.
23. Osuka Y, Jung S, Kim T, Okubo Y, Kim E, Tanaka K. Does attending an
exercise class with a spouse improve long-term exercise adherence among
people aged 65 years and older: a 6 month prospective follow up study.
BMC Geriatr. 2017. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12877-017-0554-9.
24. Vseteckova J, Deepak-Gopinat M, Borgstrom E, Holland C, Draper J, Pappas
Y, McKeown E, Dadova K, Gray S. Barriers and facilitators to adherence to
group exercise in institutionalised older people living with dementia: a
systematic review. Eur Rev Aging Phys Act. 2018;15(11).
25. Tong A, Flemming K, McInnes E, Oliver S, Craig J. Enhancing transparency in
reporting the synthesis of qualitative research: ENTREQ. BMC Med Res
Methodol. 2012;12.
26. Rodgers M, Sowden A, Petticrew M, Arai L, Roberts H, Britten N, Popay J.
Testing methodological guidance on the conduct of narrative synthesis in
systematic reviews. Evaluation. 2009;15:47–71.
27. Pope C, Mays N, Popay J. Synthesising qualitative and quantitative health
evidence: a guide to methods. New York: McGraw-Hill Education; 2007.
28. Kyaw BM, Saxena N, Posadzki P, Vseteckova J, Nikolaou CK, George PP,
Divakar U, Masiello I, Kononowicz AA, Zary N, Tudor Car L. Virtual
reality for health professions education: systematic review and meta-
analysis by the digital health education collaboration. J Med Internet
Res 2019;21(1).
29. Boyle S, Vseteckova J, Higgins M. Impact of motivational interviewing by
social workers on service users: a systematic review. Res Soc Work Pract.
2018;29(8):863–75.
30. Popay J, Robers H, Sowden A, Petticrew M, Arai L, Rodgers M, et al.
Guidance on the conduct of narrative synthesis in systematic reviews. ESRC
Methods Programme. 2006..
31. Pluye P, Robert E, Cargo M, Bartlett G, O’Cathain A, Griffiths A, et al.
Proposal: A mixed methods appraisal tool for systematic mixed studies
reviews. 2011. http://mixedmethodsappraisaltoolpublic.pbworks.com/w/
page/24607821/FrontPage. Accessed 14 Sept 2020.
32. Higgins J, Green S. Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews of
Interventions Version 5.1.0. The Cochrane Collaboration; 2011. https://
handbook-5-1.cochrane.org/. Accessed 1 Nov 2019.
33. CASP Appraisal Checklists. https://casp-uk.net/casp-tools-checklists/.
Accessed 14 Sept 2020.
34. van Alphen HJM, Hortobagyi T, van Heuvelen MJG. Barriers, motivators and
facilitators of physical activity in dementia patients: a systematic review.
Arch Gerontol Geriatr. 2016;66:109–18.
35. Bantry White E, Montgomery P. Supporting people with dementia to
walkabout safely outdoors: development of a structured model of
assessment. Health Soc Care Community. 2016;24(4):473–48.
36. Phinney A, Kelson E, Baumbusch J, O’Connor D, Purves B. Walking in the
neighbourhood: performing social citizenship in dementia. Dementia. 2016;
15(3):381–94.
37. King DK, Faulkner SA, Hanson BL. The feasibility of adopting an evidence
informed tailored exercise program within adult day services: the enhance
mobility program. Act Adapt Aging. 2018;42(2):104–23.
38. Harrison R, Strachan K and Thorburn S. Stirling Dementia Friendly Walking
Project Evaluation Report 2017.
39. Shea BJ, Reeves BC, Wells G, Thuku M, Hamel C, Moran J, Moher D, Tugwell
P, Welch V, Kristjansson E, Henry DA. AMSTAR 2: a critical appraisal tool for
systematic reviews that include randomised or non-randomised studies of
healthcare interventions, or both. Br Med J. 2017;358:j4008.
40. McLean S, Ismail S, Powel J, et al. Systematic review of community business
related approaches to health and social care. Research Institute Report No.
20. The Power to Change Trust. 2019. https://www.powertochange.org.uk/
wp-content/uploads/2019/02/Systematic-review-of-CB-approaches-to-
Health-Social-Care-V3-FINAL.pdf . Accessed 23 Oct 2019.
41. Lowery D, Cerga-Pashoja A, Iliffe S, Thune-Boyle I, Griffin M, Lee J, Bailey A,
Bhattacharya R, Warner J. The effect of exercise on behavioural and
psychological symptoms of dementia: the EVIDEM-E randomised controlled
clinical trial. Int J Geriatr Psychiatry. 2014;29(8):819–27.
42. McCurry SM, Pike KC, Logsdon RG, Vitiello MV, Larson EB, Teri L. Predictors
of short and long- term adherence to a daily walking program in persons
with alzheimer’s disease. Am J Alzheimers Dis Other Dement. 2010;25(6):
505–12.
Vseteckova et al. European Review of Aging and Physical Activity           (2020) 17:15 Page 15 of 16
43. Rantakokko M, Portegijs E, Viljanen A, Iwarsson S, Rantanen T. Task
modifications in walking postpone decline in life-space mobility among
community-dwelling older people: a 2-year follow-up study. J Gerontol.
2017;72(9):1252–6.
44. Van Uffelen JGZ, Chinapaw MJM, Hopman-Rock M, van Mechelen W.
Feasibility and effectiveness of a walking program for community-dwelling
older adults with mild cognitive impairment. J Aging Phys Act. 2009;17:389–
415.
45. Gibson G, Robertson J, Pemble C, Harrison R, Strachan K, Thorburn S.
Dementia friendly walking project. Evaluation report. University of Stirling.
2017. https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/110695591.pdf. Accessed 1 Jul 2019.
46. Van Uffelen JGZ, Chinapaw MJM, Mechelen W, Hopman-Rock M. Walking or
vitamin B for cognition in older adults with mild cognitive impairment? A
randomized controlled trial. Br J Sports Med. 2008;42:344–51.
47. Barnes C, Oliver M, Barton L. Disability studies today. Cambridge: Blackwell
publishing; 2002.
48. Sheehan B, Burton E, Mitchell L. Outdoor wayfinding in dementia.
Dementia. 2006;5(2):271–81.
49. Symonds P. Finding our way: a socio-cultural exploration of Wayfinding as
an embodied experience. Unpublished thesis. Cardiff Metropolitan
University. 2017. https://s3-eu-west-1.amazonaws.com/paulsymonds/Prom/
Dr-PaulSymonds-phd-web.pdf. Accessed 14 Sept 2020.
50. Forbes D, Forbes S, Morgan DG, Markle-Reid M, Wood J, Culum I. Physical
activity programs for persons with dementia. Cochrane Database Syst Rev.
2008. https://www.cochranelibrary.com/cdsr/doi/10.1002/14651858.CD0064
89.pub2/epdf/full. Accessed 27 Oct 2019.
51. Willis JD, Campbell LF. Exercise psychology. Champaign: Human Kinetics;
1992.
52. Dishman RK. Advances in exercise adherence. Champaign: Human Kinetics;
1994.
53. Hancox JE, van der Wardt V, Pollock K, Booth V, Vedhara K, Harwood RH.
Factors influencing adherence to home-based strength and balance
exercises among older adults with mild cognitive impairment and early
dementia: Promoting Activity, Independence and Stability in early dementia.
PLoS One. 2019;14(5).
54. Heath A, Carey LB, Chong S. Helping carers care: an exploratory study of
factors impacting informal family carers and their use of aged care services.
J Relig Health. 2018;57:1146–67.
55. Khalil H, Quinn L, van Deursen R, Martin R, Rosser A, Busse M. Adherence to
use of a home-based exercise DVD in people with Huntington disease:
participants’ perspectives. Phys Ther. 2012;92(1):69–82.
56. Puterman E, Weiss J, Lin J, Schlif S, Slusher AL, Johansen KL, Epel ES. Aerobic
exercise lengthens telomeres and reduces stress in family caregivers: a
randomized controlled trial – Curt-Richter award paper 2018.
Psychoneuroendocrinology. 2018;98:245–52.
57. Suttanon P, Hill KD, Said CM, Byrne KN, Dodd KJ. Factors influencing
commencement and adherence to a home-based balance exercise
program for reducing risk of falls: perceptions of people with Alzheimer’s
disease and their caregivers. Int Psychogeriatr. 2012;24(7):1172–82.
58. Taylor ME, Lord SR, Brodaty H, Kurrle SE, Hamilton S, Ramsay E, Webster L,
Payne NL, Close JCT. A home-based, carer enhanced exercise program
improves balance and falls efficacy in community dwelling older people
with dementia. Int Psychogeriatr. 2017;29(1):81–91.
59. Holthe T, Halvorsrud L, Karterud D, Hoel KA, Lund A. Usability and
acceptability of technology for community-dwelling older adults with mild
cognitive impairment and dementia: a systematic literature review. Clin
Interv Aging. 2018;13:863–86.
60. Barnett DW, Barnett A, Nathan A, Van Cauwenberg J, Cerin E. Built
environmental correlates of older adults’ total physical activity and walking: a
systematic review and meta-analysis. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act. 2017;14:103.
61. Lamb SE, Sheehan B, Atherton N, Nichols V, Mistry D, Dosanjh S, Slowther
AM, Khan I, Petrou S, Lall R. Dementia and physical Activity (DAPA) trial of
moderate to high intensity exercise training for people with dementia:
randomised controlled trial. Br Med J. 2018;361.
62. Courtin E, Nadia J, Mossialos N, Mossialos E. Mapping support policies for
informal carers across the European Union. Health Policy. 2015;118(1):84–94.
63. Pickard L. The effectiveness and cost-effectiveness of support and services
to informal carers of older people. London: Audit Commission; 2004.
64. Wanless D, Fernandez JL, Poole T, Beesley L, Henwood M, Moscone F.
Securing good care for older people. London: PSSRU; 2006. https://www.
kingsfund.org.uk/sites/default/files/field/field_publication_file/securing-
good-care-for-older-people-wanless-2006.pdf. Accessed 27 Oct 2019.
65. Garmendia ML, Dangour AD, Albala C, Eguiguren P, Allend E, Uauy R.
Adherence to a physical activity intervention among older adults in a post-
transitional middle income country: a quantitative and qualitative analysis. J
Nutr Health Ageing. 2013;17(5):466–71.
66. Vreugdenhil A, Cannell J, Davies A, Razay G. A community-based exercise
programme to improve functional ability in people with Alzheimer’s
disease: a randomized controlled trial. Scand J Caring Sci. 2012;26:12–9.
67. Global action plan on the public health response to dementia 2017-2025.
World Health Organization 2017. http://www.who.int/mental_health/
neurology/dementia/action_plan_2017_2025/en/. Accessed 10 July 2019.
68. Patient engagement. Technical Series on Safer Primary Care. World Health
Organisation. 2016. https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/25226
9/9789241511629-eng.pdf;jsessionid=69E09763555942A0E0E73E2301FB893
7?sequence=1. Accessed 27 Oct 2019.
69. Ferrer L. Engaging patients, carers and communities for the provision of
coordinated/integrated health services: strategies and tools. World Health
Organisation 2015. http://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/2
90443/Engaging-patients-carers-communities-provision-coordinated-
integrated-health-services.pdf?ua=1. Accessed 27 Oct 2019.
70. Robertson J, Gibson G, Pemble C, Harrison R, Thorburn S. Dementia friendly
walking project. Evaluation report. University of Stirling. 2018.https://www.
pathsforall.org.uk/mediaLibrary/other/english/dementia-friendly-walking-
project-report.pdf. Accessed 27 Oct 2019.
71. Physical Activity: walking and cycling. National Institute for Health and Care
Excellence. 2012. http://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ph41. Accessed 8 July
2019.
72. Al-Qahtani AM, Shaikh MAK, Shaikh IA. Exercise as a treatment modality for
depression: a narrative review. Alexandria J Med. 2018;54(4):429–35.
73. McPhee JS, French DP, Jackson D, Nazroo J, Pendleton N, Degens H.
Physical activity in older age: perspectives for healthy ageing and frailty.
Biogerontology. 2016;17(3):567–80.
74. Borgstrom E, Deepak Gopinath M, Vseteckova J. Learning in the fourth age:
the role of physical activity interventions for people living in long term
facilities. Int J Educ Ageing. In press. 2018.
75. Crizzle AM, Newhouse IJ. Themes associated with exercise adherence in
people with Parkinson’s disease: a qualitative study. Occup Ther Health
Care. 2012;26(2–3):174–86.
76. Grierson LEM, Zelek J, Lam I, Black SE, Carnahan H. Application of a tactile
way-finding device to facilitate navigation in persons with dementia. Assist
Technol. 2011;23(2):108–15.
77. Alsawy S, Mansell W, McEvoy P, Tai S. What is good communication for
people living with dementia? A mixed-methods systematic review. Int
Psychogeriatr. 2017;29(11):1785–800.
78. Brawley EC. Therapeutic gardens for individuals with Alzheimer’s disease.
Alzheim Care Q. 2002;3(1):7–11.
Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.
Vseteckova et al. European Review of Aging and Physical Activity           (2020) 17:15 Page 16 of 16
